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Dear Sir: 

Applicant submits this Pre- Appeal Brief pursuant to the Pilot Program published 
in the OG on July 12, 2005. This Pre-Appeal Brief accompanies a Notice of Appeal of 
the final Office Action that was mailed on September 22, 2005. 

In the final Office Action , Applicant's Claim 19 was rejected as obvious over the 
combination of Wakisaka (U.S. Pat. No. 6,112,174) and Zavoli (U.S. Pat. No. 6,598,016). 
For the reasons explained below, Applicant's Claim 19 is not obvious over this 
combination of references and accordingly, the rejection of Claim 19 should be 
withdrawn. 

Applicant's Claim 19 recites inter alia an "automatic speech recognition system " 
for a vehicle that uses a "word list" containing two parts. The "first part" "changes to 
include different words as the vehicle travels in the region " and includes "words " for 
"names of geographic features in proximity to the current location of the vehicle. " The 
"second part" of the "word list" "does not change . . . as the vehicle travels" and 
includes "words for names of selected geographic features located throughout the 
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region. " Applicant's Claim 19 further recites that both the "first part" and the "second 
part" are available "at the same time " so that the words in either "list" can be 
recognized, thereby allowing for recognition of names for geographic features located in 
proximity to the vehicle as well as for selected geographic features not located in 
proximity to the vehicle. 

In a Response dated May 11, 2005, Applicant explained that Claim 19 was not 
obvious over Wakisaka and Zavoli because even if these references were combined, the 
resultant combination would fail to disclose all the limitations of the claim. Specifically, 
Applicant explained that the resulting combination of Wakisaka and Zavoli would fail to 
disclose the "second part" of a "word list" that "does not change . . . as the vehicle 
travels " and that includes "words for names of selected geographic features located 
throughout the region as recited in Applicant's Claim 19. By way of proof, Applicant 
described what the combination of Wakisaka and Zavoli would produce and showed that 
the combination of Wakisaka and Zavoli would result in something di fferent from 
Applicant's Claim 19. Specifically, Applicant explained that if Wakisaka and Zavoli 
were combined, the result would be a navigation system with a speech recognition system 
that had two dictionaries, where one of the dictionaries would contain the names of 
geographic features that changed as the system was moved (e.g., like the system 
described by Wakisaka) and the other dictionary would not include names of geographic 
features, but instead would include commands and numbers (e.g., like the system 
described by Zavoli). 

In the final Office Action , the Examiner disagreed with Applicant's explanation. 

In the final Office Action , the Examiner stated 

Zavoli teaches modules VR1 and VR2 for voice recognition systems that provide 
for two separate dictionaries such that one module can be used for number and a 
small set of commands and the other can be street names for a particular map. 
This set of more than one module for voice recognition with multiple dictionaries 
reads on the feature that the word list includes a 2 nd part that does not change to 
include different words as the vehicle travels in the region and that includes words 
for names of selected geographic features located throughout the region (column 
5, line 10 to col. 6. line 31) wherein both the first and second part are available to 
the automatic speech recognition system at the same time ( [sic] particularly when 
representing a trip. (Final Office Action, page 4, lines 8-16.) 



Page 2 of 3 



Ser. No. 09/784,660 

Pre-Appeal Brief dated December 16, 2005 

The Examiner is mistaken for the following reason. 

Contrary to the position taken by the Examiner, the two modules VR1 and VR2 
disclosed by Zavoli are not both "available to the automatic speech recognition system at 
the same time " 9 as recited in Applicant's Claim 19. Several passages in Zavoli explicitly 
confirm the fact that the two speech modules, VR1 and VR2, are not both available at the 
same time. For example, Zavoli discloses a "state diagram" (Zavoli: column 6, line 32- 
column 7, line 42; and FIG. 3). In Zavoli's state diagram, VR1 is used when the system 
is in "Map Display", "Digit", and "Geo Start" states, but VR2 is used when the system is 
in the "Street Name" and "Cross Street Name" states. Further, Zavoli discloses a 
flowchart showing steps in a process in which either VR1 is used or VR2 is used, but not 
both at the same time (Zavoli: FIGS. 4, 5 and 6; column 7, line 57-column 10, line 16). 
According to the flowchart in FIGS. 4, 5 and 6, the state variable "which vr" is set to 
VR1 at "step 200", "step 212", "step 280", "step 290", and "step 360." The state 
variable "which_vr" is set to VR2 at "step 350" in FIG. 6. These passages from Zavoli 
explicitly and unequivocally confirm that the two speech modules, VR1 and VR2, are not 
both available at the same time. It follows therefore that even if the teachings of Zavoli 
were combined with Wakisaka, the result would still fail to disclose two modules (e.g., 
dictionaries) that are available at the same time since this feature is disclosed in neither of 
the references. 

At least for the above reasons, Applicant's Claim 19 is not obvious over the 
combination of Wakisaka and Zavoli. Applicant requests that the rejection of Claim 19 
be withdrawn and the application allowed. 
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